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■MWCSC OISQol 

KO. 5,875,403 issuedto Chr.ta, C—r '«">• *"» 
following reasons. 

^.automatical, ys^a^fora^ctobe— d based on a content of a 
^e.^onat.hcti.e^us^putU.eceivc," Claim 35, lines 7* 

- , * 44 and 47. Mguyen teaches a device capable 

Hg^^orChristal teach this elememofclan* S 35,44ana4/. 

v. «M<ft messages which includes a text editor to edit messages 
of receiving short message service (SMS) messages w 

^ « option for ending to SMS messages taught b y OA** -ding bacK a pre-set 

u • - flo a messaee by pressing sequentially an option button, a 'Yes' button 
•Yes' message when viewuig a message oy s n 

<? e e Christal col. 2, lines 29-34, and Figure 4. A 
and finally a send button to send die message. See muni. 

^button which ^smecreationofaretu.nn.essageusinga.ceypadandthenlne 
.nessagecanbesentbypressmglhesendbuttoa See « col. 2,1^ 34-47. Neitherof 

ofaformforames^tobetransrni ^Oe, based on the con«nt of received informat ion. All the 

, . fn , reD , v fcught by ChrisM are a result of direct user selection 
content of the messages generated for reply taugra oy 
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information. Therefore, the combined references do not teach each of elements of claims 35. 44 
and 47. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the obviousness rejection of claims 35, 
44, and 47 are requested. 

In regard to claims 36, 37, 43, 45. 46, 48 and 49, these claims depend from independent 

claims 35, 44 and 47 and incorporates the limitations thereof. Thus, at least for the reasons 

memionedta^gardWclain^S^ 

references. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the obviousness rejection of claims 
36, 37, 43, 45. 46, 48 and 49 are requested. 

In regard to claims 38 and 53, these claims include the elements of "monitoring the 
content of the data for a predetermined content" as the data is received and "in response to 
detecting the ple detenmned content automa^^^ ^ 

amessage from the telephone." TT. Exa«^eradrmts,m Paper No. 9, that » does not 
sp^cauy disclose tr* use of 

rnus.N^oV.esnotteachmonitoringdatabeing received and ^detecting a predeterrnined 

cure this defect o«n. The Examinees not identified any pa,, of ^ that teaches 
entering a mode to transmit a message upon detecting predetermined content in data being 
received from a remote source as claimed in claims 3 8 and 53. Further, the Examiner 
n^characterizes Figure 4 of Cb^J as teaching the automatic entry to reply mode "if the user 
aoesnotv4shtocreateareu«n^^ 

Page 6 of Paper No. 9. As discussed in regard to claim 35, » teaches two means for 



3 Docm No. 082225.P2S13D3 

09/405,826 

Received from < 3108205988 > at 7112/02 7:07:55 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] 



Jul-12-2002 04:1 1pm Frora-BSTZ LA 3108205938 WIS P- 008/0 10 F-4 



flying toareceived message bothatleast involve the action ofauser to press an options 
btmon. Se eFigu r e4 > Fi 8Uie2 incol.2,li I «s 2 9-3 2 , an dlines3 8 -41. Tnus.Mdoesnot 
teaonthe automatic entry Into a reply mode because user mput is required, ^combine* 
wimQ ^does not teach enteringamode^ 

detectingapredetermined contenting received data. Therefore, M combined with 

does not K ach each element of claims 38 and S3 . Accordingly, reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the obviousness rejection of claim 38 and 53 are requested. 

m reg ard to claims 39-42, 54 and 55, *ese claims depend ftom independent claims 38 and 
53 incorporate the limitations thereof. Titus, at least for the reasons mentioned in regard to 
claims 38 and 53, these claims are not obviousness over the cited references. Accordingly, 
consideration and withdrawal of the obviousness rejection of claims 39-42, 54 and 55 are 
requested. 

In regard to claim 56, this claim includes the element of a control circuit configured to 
detect predetemtined content inthenon-vcice data"being received from a remote source, and a 
eomrol circuit being configured to "enter transmission mode for aUowing a user to transmit an 
dectronic mail message in response to detecting the predetermined content." Thus, for the 
reasons mentioned in regard toclaim 38 and 53, this daim is not obvious over W and 

^edinresponsetodetecdngtbepredeterminedconten, Claim 56, lines 8 and 9. Neither 
Chd^ nor » teach deleting predetermined content and data being received and thus do 

automatically. T^a^-^^^^-^^*** - * 
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clato 56.Accord m sly,r™^^^ 

are requested. 

fi r iHi g Patenting 

The Examiner rejects claim, 35^9 and 53-56 under the judicial* created ° f 
obviou.tess.ype double patenting as beins unpatentable over claims LHofU.S. Patent No. 
6/169.9U, issued to Wagner et al. (hereinafter Applets resp~tfully disagree for 

the following reasons. 

To establish .prima facie case of non-statutory type double patenting, the Examiner 
must showthat any variation between the inventions and tne danns under consideration aud the 
issued patent's claims would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art. 

Inregard to independent claims 35, 44,47 and 56, Applicants note that me Examiner has 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 

only auttmatically selecting and displays a reply form in response to user input. See chum! ! 
of» Thus, c,aims35,44,47 and 56 and dependent claims 36,37. 43, 45, 46, 48 and^are 
patentably distinct from claims 1-14 of Wagner. 

in regard to claims 38 and 53, the Examiner mischaracterizes the claims of mm * 

enters a rep!y mode based on user input. See claim 1. lines 16-20; claim 3, lines ll^m 6, 
fa. 22-25; claim 7, lines 19-22; claim 8, lines 10-15; claim 12. lines 12-17; and claim H. lines 
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uponuser input, that either an ele^nic ^ail mode or a voice repty »ode is selected based o» 

entering of the mode as claimed in the Cain. 38 and S3, and thus, dependent claims 40-42, 54 and 
55. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the double patenting rejection of claims 35- 

49 and 53-56 are requested. 

mviCl .ITSTON 

In view of the foregoing, it is believed that all claim, now pending, namely claims 35-49 
and 53-56, patently defme the subject invention over tne prior art of record and are patentably 
distinct from and are thus m condition for 

solicited* the earliestpossible date. If the Exarnme^^ 

useful inmovingthe application^ 
the undersigned at (310) 207 3800, 

Respectfully submitted, 

BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP 



Dated: Mx^^WH 



12400 Wilshire Boulevard 
Seventh Floor , 
Los Angeles, California 90025 
(310) 207-3800 



By; 



Eric S, HynWXReg. No. 30,139 



VS/PSttnT and Tra^m^kO0ice Jnly 12. 2002. ^ (£_ - 0 2- 
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